are known. MELAMED 10 and POOLE and ITZEL 11 have presented experimental evidence supporting the validity of the MELAMED treatment. Figure 1 shows a comparison between the KUBELKA-MUNK and the MELAMED curves for n= 1.1, 2.0 and 4.0, and the agreement obtained between the curves is remarkable considering the great disparity in the mathematical formulations of the two theories. In order to juxtapose the curves on Fig. 1 , the values K = 2.7, 6.5 and 16.5 respectively were selected for the three MELAMED curves, and K = 1 was used for the KUBELKA-MUNK function. The MELAMED curves shift with a change in index of refraction, as shown elsewhere 10 . The values of K required to make the KUBELKA-MUNK and MELAMED curves coincident at R = 0.5 are shown in Fig. 2 as a function of the index of refraction, and they allow the KUBELKA-MUNK equation to be used for obtaining approximate extinction coefficients if n is not too high. It is merely necessary to employ the proper value of K in Eq. (2). However, it is always preferable to use the MELAMED curves directly for both high and low n. Details of the manner in which the MELAMED curves deviate from the KUBELKA-MUNK curve may be obtained from references 10 and n . The deviations became very great for low reflectivity values when n > 2.
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